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John Willians
W7A SW Foothill Dr.
Portland AR 972?5
503-626-5736
(fax) 503-6aI-5507
0ctoher 13, 1992

Dear Mr. Hcdbcrg:

$
Dtvtsfoil 0F

Oft GAS t UfNttr,6
I an fl researcher t'or the TAME TIC Commiftee, an atfiliate of the Western States

prpe Trades Council. TAME TIC is a non-pnrfit group firnded by volunfiuy conributiorts

from huilling trades unions to evaluate the environmental and economic implicatii)ns rlf large

construction projccts.

fhe putrlic mrtice on thi$ projcct was published on September 14, 199?. The thirry

;-, ..,rrirtc comment deadline expir*r on October 14. Here are comments regarding the

'i: : :i . !\ri:tt for the Kennecott Barney's Canyon mine, M/035/009'

, ,:{ve rhat these comments constltute wrinen ohjections af substancc. Please notify
. ,ne Board will hoftl u hcaring in accordance with UCA 40-8-9. Tha* you in

rni.. : .r your cooperation.
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Kennecott will expand the Barneys Canyon mine to dig two new pits-and expartd the

Melco pit. The company watrts varianges from Division of oil, cas, and Mining (DocM)

rules.

Kennecott wants m maintain slo[cs at the angle or fepose on the 7200 and 7300

dumps, and reliet trom the revegctation standards fir thesc durnps' the M3lco haul road cut

antt fill slo,pes, Only accessible pit benches wider than fl teet will he reclairned. The Ntrrth

BC Sluth pit wil *it n* regnrkif anl rcsoiled. Slopes in tfte viciniry of the sulvcrt removal

may remain st lcss than ?h: lv.

The propgsed variances allow slopes that arc ttxr stedP and.these will be p<xrrly

restorexl. This harmful effect on reclamation is bad enough. But thesc arcas that are not fully

reclaimetJ will contrihute to erosion and winrlhlown dust, This mine area violates air quality

stnn6anls for particulflte mruer smaller thrn l0 micrumeteni in diameter (PM-10). These

unreclaimerl areas will prrxluce windblown PM-10'

Grantrng Kentrecos a vanance will conuibute to the tr€a's violation uf air qualitv

stanrlards. This wouftl be inconsiste[t with R647-l-l0l (3] which calls fur pleventing

,;1i11{1gi.iil$ debimcrttitl tO the general safety. Kennecott hal rrot suhmitted an impact

asrcssffirnt of this increased dust cmissions, as required under DocM rule R647-4-109 (4)'

DOGM shauttl stick to the principle ir stated in its Sept€mber I' 1992 leuer to Kennecott;

"fhe Division wrll not gr*t a variance fcr the Outslopes of the Mclco Durrrlls'" The

vatiances should hc rlenied-

Kerulecott may not have complied with a DOGM fequest for additional topsttil

mitigatron m€asures. For ingtance, Qn June 4, l99l DOGM rrutsJ that KennecuB's mining

practices were wastrng topsoit. tlCKiM asked Kennecon to miUgatc this waste' Nu plart

wa6 flFFflrently fonhcoming from Ketrtrecofi'

Kennecott has not nccessarily displayert the cooperation with the regulating agertcics

*at wuuld make these variancss appropriate. Kennecutt has not satistiexl the Division of

Water euality rules regartting rhe .tiotoge of sulfide_ore stockpiles. The company hegan

stCring ihis ore 0n site-wrtholt prior nohncflUor to Water Quatity' These orc lriles were not

pflfi ;f the cgnstruction permit or the D(X;M mining plan' either' The Uuh state

Attomey $eneral harj to write to Kennecott, pffifding the c$mpany to sigrr its reclamation

cofitracLr. tur arftJition, Kennecus's detectiort'rystem has becn ieaking' (2/2ll92le$er' DWQ)

D(Xilr{ shoultl not Alpfove this perfiiit rcvision fscnt Kutrsecofr's settlcment of tiis

ilatter with D$/Q, arrd pnor to the public comnent period on the new DWQ permit tbr this

facility. DqGM ihouldalso require Kennectrtt to submit witdlife mortality data, along with

rfre propos*d rnitigation mes5llre5, tleftrre approvirtg the Jrermit reviSions'


